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gas, and coal terminals in Portland. 
The Fossil Fuel Terminal Zoning Amendments discussion draft 
has fallen far short of the 2015 Fossil Fuel Resolution that was 
passed last year. Where the resolution was bold, visionary, and 
historic, this discussion draft is short-sighted and prioritizes the 
fossil fuel industry over the health and safety of Portlanders. 

I want: 
1 - A full ban on new bulk terminals 
2 - Stronger limitations on expansions at existing facilities 
3 - Provisions to require existing fossil fuel terminals to make 
upgrades for seismic resilience to protect the health and safety 
of neighboring communities and the Willamette River. 

These changes are crucial because of the urgent threat that 
fossil fuel terminals pose to both the environment and public 
safety. Presently, the discussion draft allows new bulk terminals 
to be built and allows existing facilities to expand, which will grow 
our carbon footprint past the point of being able to meet our local 
and state carbon reduction goals. Further, transporting and 
storing fossil fuels are never safe, with risks ranging from oil train 
derailments and pipeline spills to storage tank explosions and 
tank destabilization from earthquakes. The City of Portland 
needs to hold these industries accountable for improving their 
safety without promising them more room to grow. We need to 
shrink fossil fuel use, not grow it! 

It is vital that the city strengthen the current draft of the fossil fuel 
code to reflect the intent of the original resolution that myself and 
thousands of other Portlanders supported last year. 

Sincerely, 

Name: Judy Arielle Fiestal 
Email: judyarielle@gmail.com 

Comment: 

I was disappointed to see how far short of the hopes of the 
supporters for the ban on new and expanded fossil fuel terminals 
ended up being. The draft is allowing for new bulk terminals to 
be built as well as present terminals be expanded. These 
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provisions go against the sentiment that our carbon reduction 
footprint be reduced, not expanded. I am asking for the 
policymakers to strengthen the fossil fuel code to truly reflect the 
sentiment that we need to look for a new direction in our energy 
policy and fossil fuel use needs to be reduced for the future of 
our environment. In addition the facilities that are already in 
place should be upgraded for seismic resilience. 
Thank you-
Judy Arielle Fiesta! 

Name: Kim Finley 
Email: kimfinli@gmail.com 

Comment: 

DON'T DILLUTE THE ORIGINAL POLICIES! 
BAN ALL NEW FOSSIL FUEL TERMINALS! 

I AM FOR LIMITATIONS ON EXPANSIONS AT ALL EXISTING 
FACILITIES!! 

AND, PROVISIONS THAT REQUIRE EXISTING FOSSIL FUEL 
TERMINALS TO MAKE UPGRADES FOR SEISMIC 
RESILIENCE. 

WE MUST PROTECT THE HEALTH AND SAFETY OF 
NEIGHBORING COMMUNITIES AND THE WILLAMETTE 
RIVER!!! 

Name: Rich Peppers 
Email: richpeppers@gmail.com 

Comment: 

Dear City Council and Mr Mayor -

As a Portland resident, I'm writing to express my concern over 
the draft of the fossil fuel code currently before you as an 
implementation tool for the resolution prohibiting any further 
fossil fuel infrastructure development in the City that you passed 
last year. By allowing an enormous expansion of some existing 
facilities and not rolling out plans to control fossil fuel 
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